| have just finishe resding James Burnham s "Contalinmen >

n comparing my ownjimpression of the book with the review which you publishec
n it, on March 1,‘§undcr the signature of Joseph Harsch, can only conclude thst
our reviewer was utterly unfair. ,

t so happens that I'come from Eastern Furope. I also happen to be a life-lorg
tudent of international affairs, particularly well acquainted with Eastern
furopean affairs and ‘familiar with all the: was written in the post-war years
in this country on the subject of U. S. foreign policy. I am, therefore, more
Lhan just casually {nterested in the vastly important matters with which the

burnham book 48 concerned,

rudging Mr. Harsch's review with this background, I can not refrain nyself from |
Lalling it & "cagey" attempt to kill ore of the few truly important books tha'
lers published in recent years on U. S, foreign policy.

Instead of acquainting the readers Wwith Mr. Burnham's ideas and taking 1ssue
Eith them, Mr. Harsch simply dismisses the whole book, by saying that since,

{th the advent of the new administration. containment versus liberstion ceassd
o be an issue, any discussion of the political premises of = policy of libera-
t1on comes down to flogging a dead horse. Mr. Harsch, whose record on the
Soviet manace and how to deal with 1%, 1s, to say the least, inconsistent, ac is
that Mr. Burnham would have writter a timely book only if he had answered in
great detail the guestion of how to carry out in practice a policy of liberat ion.
And in support of his argument that Mr. Burnham has failed to do so, he comee
forward with the completely untrue statement that only four pages out of 254
are devoted to snewering this question. j ,

The truth of the matter, as everybody cleiming to be a foreign policy expert
should know, is that the pblicy of liberation has hardly been smnciated by ‘he
gseven weeks old administration. It has not yet been officially defined in
practical terms and has only been discussed in & most cursory way by the pre:s
and other publications. Therefore, any unbiased critis, I would say sny crizic
of good faith, whether he agrees or not w.th all or any of the views present.d
ty Mr. Burnham, should welcome the first book that intelligently brings into
the public discussion the possible content. and the probable implications of +
policy that was publicly proclaimed by the U. S, Governmant. {JA critic of go od |
policy would certainly not brush aside such a book, well knojiing that in dol g
6 re would discourage the bookshops from ordering it and thys prevent it from
reaching the attention of the public. This amounts, in my jfisv, to an indir=et
form of censorship, to a deliberate attempt of preventing ¢jrtain views from
getting into the wide stream of ydeas on which an enlightesjyd publie opinion
wust feed in order to make intelligent pclitical decisions,)\: .
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18 3 reaponeible writar, Mr. Burnhair 13 nat out to offer to the Soviets a
‘c':u.:.‘;,rint_ 9 the concret= a-tvoas Wwhin~n -c18 coun*.'ry could undertake in
cemiementing & policy of itbsration. He restricts nimself to several illus-
s+ cations of such type of acti-n, carefclly noting that the means mist be
empiri-ally developed. Tt woald, indeed, be the helght of Irresponsibility
for anyons to spell out in detail tne posaible courses of action, since they
aay well be precisely the unes that would .ltimately be adopted by the
sovernment. And thay can be only actinns >f the type which should never be
publicized but carried out with utmost liscretion,

The fact that you have selertad Mr, Harsch for the job of reviewing a Burnham
book speaks for itself, In recent years Mr. Harsch was consistently wrong
both in his judgement nf Scviet policy and in his advocacy of politicies
designed to counter it effe:tively, He is of the wishy-washy-do-nothing-leave-
everything-in-the-care-of-history school of thought, which long ago has resigned
{tself to the idea that the initiative shcould be left forever in the hands of
the Soviet dictators. (Needless to say that this can be easily substantiated -
with "verse and chapter.")

Unfortunately, the Harsch review is but the latest example of your policy of
discrimination against any and all uncompromising (1.e., in the present world
conditions, realistic and truthful) works on Communism and the Soviet Union.
Tt would sesam that you have learnad nothing from the history of these last
years, You wtill seem to stick to the attitude which not so long ago prompted
you to give to the self-apologia of Owen Lattimore (the most successful Communist
operator in the reals of "influencing people"), a first page display. Such an
sttitude, T regret to say, is bound to raise serious doubts in the minds of
your readers with regard to your true political beliefa, or, at least, to the
soundness of your political judgment. And, in the long run, it would ruin youy
standing with the reading public on which you strive. As one of your regular
readers, I can only hope that the most respactable men in charge of that great
institution The New York Timea, of which T am a sincers admirer, would come
around to take a close look at your activities,

Sincersly.yours,

(s) Brutus Coste

New York, March 15, 1953
L7 East 61st Street, £3a
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